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Psy-labs. 

* I have decided to place this in here because the conspiracy forum is about more things you cannot 
prove, but try to, and this forum is here because it is actually more of a 'mentally beneficial lab.' this 
means it will make your mind more powerful, of course, scientifically and biologically. 

So, with the recent advances in weapons, like rail guns on battleships, and the obvious step to build 
ships out of graphene, we can only see potent weapons being useless against more potent armor, yes? 
on the plus side, if the third world does not have access to these weapons, then the conflicts can be 
resolved quickly by the west who do, yes? 

If we were to observe that dolphins can discharge a wave of 'psy,' as i like to call it, and damage other 
creatures in the ocean, with that in mind, the future of warfare, where the armor is so hard, might lead 
to this sort of psychic attacks which go through the armor, of course, with that in mind, let us boost our 
perceptions and other things in our bodies that will see the psy being more powerful, or, even now 
possible! hell, there is enough belief out there that these things can happen, and i have myself proved 
that magic exists, so, let's get more evolved, quickly? 

Now, our labs should be where the person will get into a tube of some sort so the nano bots can upgrade 
their nervous system and other parts of their bodies that 'give off energy.' 

If we were to use nano bots to 'build' neurotransmitters in our brains, we could boost our reactions and 
brain functions, if we were to double up our nervous system, we could boost our reactions and stuff 
too. if we were to flash information in certain sequences into our eyes from a screen, we could learn 
very quickly, but, all this has already been done, we need labs to boost our mental abilities more! 

This is why i am proposing using more of the brain, if the brain is a computer, then the unused areas are 
like processing power, yes? i have always thought of it like that, so, how do we use more of our brains? 
we need the information to flow quicker, at least. 

If we were to build a long train of axons from the brain to the rest of the body, then the impulse or 
reaction, to communication to, action will be faster, i hope. 

Now, i know, in my heart of hearts, we need to boost the right side of the brain to get more processing 
power, as, this is the beginning of everything - emotions, if we do not feel something, we cannot react 
to it, yes? so, i figure we can boost the right side of the brain with some growth hormones made out of 
nano bots. 

These hormones should make the brain 'simpler' - i mean like there are 'two roads' to drive down, now 
there is a 'road' to join them, this might 'add lanes' or we could simply 'dissolve' away parts we do not 
want, or even 'mutate' parts to become 'similar transistors' of the same part, yes? 



Cerebellum mutations. 

This part of the brain has to do with balance and reactions, essential for our soldiers, if were to 'mutate' 
the fibers into 'chords,' they will be stronger, as, i suppose the fibers are called that because they are 




like hairs, yes? if we were to have hairs brushing up against he thing to give it commands, then there is 
a wait for it to move away from and back to the thing it is signaling. 

But, if the release of information is needed to lessen stress on the brain, then this is a bad idea. 

If we were to merely attach these libers permanently to the other ’areas,' then we would see the need for 
some break in communication, of course, that is why we should have two chords for each fiber, and, 
'connect' them to the other areas by having many fibers twisted into one chord that stays attached. 



The premotor cortex, i think, is about magic too, as it controls our learning and, of course, our reactions 
as they conceptualize, if we were to observe that these are fed by arteries, then we need to 'feed them 
more better food' so they will excel in their functions. 

Observing the arteries will reveal that they are not the subject of massive evolution, i suppose, if we 
were to make pockets for the salts and other unneeded cells to 'fall into,' they will create a twisting 
motion that will let the real food pass through in the form of cells, i mean, if they were to keep rotating, 
then they would feed all the body, still, while letting the blood with the smaller things go through first, 
this means, at the same starting speed, there will be slower reception of problems for the white blood 
cells, so they will slow down a little bit, or, maybe even move at the same speed, while they will relay 
the smaller proteins and things to the parts of the body where they are needed, of course. 

How does sonar work? 

Well, i been around the net and cannot find out how the biosonar of dolphins works, so i will have to 
guess, again. 

I suppose the organ which has effects outside the body - which is what we are looking for - will send 
out electromagnetic waves to bounce off of mass of different densities and return to the senses of the 
dolphin, this would be easy to do with electronics, another thing to do with bio mass. 

So, let me guess to the working of it? i suppose that the organ sends out 'charges' that 'bounce around.' 
this could be done by observing the brain sends out signals from it to other organs through the nervous 
system, and, this means that we need to send these signals as if they were wi fi or, without the nervous 
system. 

Maybe this can be done by emitting the 'charge' as if it were a act of speech? this is where we use our 
vocal chords to send waves outside the body to affect other things, so, we would have to have a vocal 
mechanism to send out sonar, yes? 

From this we can see that many things may be affected by 'voice boxes,' or, voice box type wave 
producing mechanisms from organs, the thing is, we have never one this before because we did not 
know how to arrive at the desired 'effect,' as we knew the effects we wanted, but did not know how to 
get there, yes? 



Now that everyone is familiar with the mechanism of sound waves being the external affecting force of 
our bodies, or, the most well known way of sending waves from our bodes to the outside world, we 
need to look for more mechanism to communicate with the world with our bodies, this i call 




communication, because electron bonds are always just reacting, as, there is little force suppressing the 
forces of our bodies and minds affecting the outside world, the only question now is to find other ways 
to 'communicate' with the outside world - the world outside our bodies. 

Now, as vocal chords affect the world around us, we could look for more things, body temperature of 
ours can affect the world around us, as, we are reactive to the things inside us making our bodies give 
off heat, this means, it might be possible for someone to let off heat at say a barbecue to light it, yes? 

So, how do we control our heat? the premotor cortex is in control of every little interaction our senses 
or stimulus has with the rest of the body, and even brain functions, this means, we need to examine the 
mechanism between the pre motor cortex and the temperature of the body. 

If we can regulate our bodies with our subconscious, we can focus this heat onto things outside the 
body, this would be like a fire ball, if you will, without the incantation and loss of sugar, as the natural 
working of the organs of the body will exert this force. 

Vocal movements of objects. 

Maybe if we were to first find a way to push things away from us, we will be more like jedis? this 
could be done with the vocal chords pushing the object in waves, as sound force can push, as we see 
from the vibrations of glass sometimes. 

So, if we were to make enough noise, we could push things, if we were to tone down the noise, maybe 
it will not shatter our ear drums? if we were to strip the noise from the 'energy' then we could maybe 
make a 'force wave?' we need to strip away the noise first, this can be done by observing accents, for a 
start, and whispers, we can still hear them - it is not like they are 'set,' yes? this can be done by 
removing the volume, in my own little theory, but can it be done? 

If we were to observe that some of the energy from our voices is 'wind,' then we could see that there are 
earthquakes that do not make noises really, they are vibrations from underneath, and they tear up the 
rocks of the earth's mantle, if we were to use vibrations from our organs we will build, we could maybe 
try to guide them to the object and move it a little bit or a lot, depending on it's weight, then we could 
maybe find a way to reverse the waves and make the object come to us, yes? 

This means we need to use vibrations from our bodies to the object to 'move' it. this will see the object 
move away from us, so, we need to direct it and focus the energy towards the object clearly and finely, 
this could mean that we would be sending forth vibrations, in the form of waves, to the object to make 
it move, if we could make it vibrate enough, we could move it, at least away, for now. 

So, we need to go to our lungs, we speak as air travels out of our mouths and gets edited by our vocal 
chords, of course, then, it travels forwards, upwards, downwards, right and left as it leaves our mouths - 
we need to focus this and only use vibrations, this can be done by removing the air and including the 
energy from our chords, but, i fear our bodies cannot generate enough vibration power to move 
anything of decent size, this means we need to find a way to accelerate the movement to become 
stronger, like making more energy using less energy, of course. 

Then, maybe we should try to use electromagnetism to bond to other atoms and deliver a bigger 
'effect?' this can be done by charging the air leaving our mouths, with lots of negative energy, this can 
help gather quarks or positive energy, which is heavier i think, and then they will form a cone of sorts, 
maybe even pushing the object away. 




Now, we need to build an organ that is electrical, like an eel. if we were to charge the air leaving our 
mouths, and focus it elsewhere, then we could gather it into a cone of some sort, maybe even 
electrocuting oncoming enemy soldiers? or, at least pushing them away! this could see the organ being 
situated on the linger tips or in the mouth, maybe? 

Rectifying the politics of the third world. 

I live in south africa, as many of you know, and am aware of the point of view of the first world as to 
how africa and the rest 'look.' i see it all the time on the news, where there is violence and corruption 
and things like that, actually, looking through the eyes of the western media has taught me a lot about 
hardships second hand. 

If the third world wants to look more like the first, then it should be quite easy, the main problems are 
striking and marches, this is where people demand more, more money, more food, more free time and 
so forth, if the media was to show them that the first world has the same as the third world, in the ways 
of wealth distribution, where the people on television are only spoiled minorities, then there would be 
less complaining, yes? now, how do we illustrate this? 

I suppose if we were to compare south africa, for example, with america, there are more public 
holidays in south africa. there is better food in south africa. there is more natural beauty in south africa, 
and there are more resources in south africa. the problem is how we manage these things, of course. 

If you were to observe that, for example, public holidays are so common here, then you would see that 
the past leaders loved the people, if there were fewer holidays, there would be less to celebrate, of 
course. 

But, the thing that is so much better in america than south africa is entertainment, this is so over the top 
in america that many people simply sit in and get entertained, while third world people go out to have 
fun. that is the major difference - is there anything to complain about here? it is like children playing 
inside and outside, yes? 

Where does all the violence come from? there is so much violence in the third world because the 
people that are listened to want it. it is a maddening scramble to be heard, and, once heard, they plant 
'seeds of doubt' in the minds of the people, this is similar to isis saying things will be better under them, 
like a new manager saying the same and like a presidential candidate saying things will be better under 
them. 

Now, i must ask, how could things be better? seriously, we have food and houses - that is the minimum, 
then there is leisure, we have enough of that for now. the problem is that there is gross mismanagement 
of resources, we need to employ more people to contribute the the taxation of the land, and therefore 
grow even bigger! this will make everyone happy. 

But, how do we do this? if we were to look at what we have compared to what we want, we have, for 
example, millions of hectares of land to sell to foreign industry to create jobs, the money raised from 
the land being sold and developed is capital for paying off debts to the west, how do we attract 
investors? 



That is easy! if the state was to spend, say, a week, locked in debate about how to attract investors, with 
nice deals - maybe a little corruption, this time it is good, yes? - we could get the jobs by Christmas, 




grow the g.d.p. and have even more to spend on more jobs, more g.d.p. and so forth. 



The way things work in the third world is that people search for as much as they can 
get for themselves regardless of how it affects others, or, it is a publicity stunt, the best 
solution is of course to make all leaders think of everything as a publicity stunt, so we 
get the best decisions, of course. 

If we were to have the media report on all big stories, with clever wording, we could 
stimulate the economies of the world to become more competitive, of course, to most 
leaders, they would like the papers to say something nice about them often, so, it is 
like selling them good vibes for proper work, yes? 

The african political system has failed the west recently with the failure to arrest a 
certain premier of sudan, i have heard through various media, this is a little bit like 
corruption, of course, but how can the west divide the african states on things they 
prefer? if he had gone to jail, he would have had a revolution in his country and then 
there would have been poverty, so, it is a good thing that he was not arrested. 

There must be countless things like this, with wars blossoming all over the place often, 
then, there is the point of 'corruption' as i see it, with politicians putting money into the 
private bank accounts of other leaders for favors. 

So, it comes to corruption that does not benefit the state, if the african union was to 
pass a resolve, then they could see the money going to the countries bank accounts 
instead of the politicians, i will explain why this is not important now. 

If the money goes to a private bank account, only that politician can use it. this means 
the country suffers, and, that the money is not circulating, only through the bank's 
trading in the market, and that the bank can invest in the country, so, as long as the 
private corruption is used only locally, it will benefit the local country a lot, yes? 

Otherwise, if there is a deal that needs to go through, it will often only go through if 
there is something in it for the president or other cadres, if the deal does not go 
through, then there is no deal, and no investment often, it will sit and wait for a long 
time, with people pushing it aside tending to other people that know how it works, this 
is why corruption could actually be a good thing! 

If there was not so much fuss about it, it could be legalized, and then everyone would 
benefit, especially if the opposition uses the dirty word to get them to regulate the 
private funds so they are invested. 

World hunger. 

I find that due to wars and other factors, we now sit with the problem of world hunger, this is where 
there is enough food, but it does not reach the mouths that need it, because, it would be unprofitable - 
there is nothing in it for anyone else, of course. 

So, how do we get the food that is useless out to the 'starving people?' this remains the biggest problem 
for the world if you ask me, along with global warming and nuclear warheads. 




If we were to make it so there is something in it for the farmers, we would fix it. if the state was to 
deliver the food to them, i am sure the hungry people will vote for them, of course no farmer is going to 
give food away for free, and that is why they may advertise, through the state, their own goods in 
exchange for their unused crops. 

Or, we could employ all the people that are hungry, they have two hands and can work in factories, 
yes? of course, if they were to find their own employment, it would be better. 

So, how can they employ themselves? what resources do they have? they obviously have water, or they 
would be dead, so that is a start, let's say they can't really do anything without resources, which they 
cannot, their water is state sponsored, and their food should be too. this brings me to the costs of all this 
- how much would it cost the state for this 'welfare?' 

Let's take kenya? 45 million people live in kenya, so it has about the same amount of people as south 
africa. if they were to have a 40 percent unemployment rate, as wiki quotes, then they need to leach off 
the let's say fifty percent of the people that do pay taxes, let's say these people pay enough in taxes for 
the feeding of the 'poverty people?' that would be easy to see, it would be like buying double rations 
only, let's say that the state takes in enough to feed all the people, and they do, how much of the g.d.p. 
would that cost? it should cost about two percent or less of the g.d.p. in my estimation, but, what will 
stop everybody claiming food from the state? 

And, why not? why doesn't the state sponsor the whole country for food? this could be like a 
communist scheme, sort of, well, just with food, the state owns all the land, and so can make as many 
farms as they like, costing them a miserly amount in wages and seeds and water, they can easily feed 
the rest of the african continent completely, this will be a tiny cost, and, then they can promote their 
own agenda along with the food coming in. 

The problem is this takes time, and they need food now. if the farmers were to, as of now, sell all their 
farms to the state, they will have money to buy businesses or retire or something, then, there is enough 
food now to feed the people now, yes? 

We should be advised that the food in africa is of a better quality than the rest of the 
world, this means it is the first to be bought from in the marketplace, of course, this 
would benefit the knock on businesses of the food industry, namely the manure and 
pesticide producers of the country. 

But, there must be something special about each continent, although we are only 
dealing with africa for the moment, so, what else is special about africa? i have always 
vaguely thought of how things in the jungle of south america is different to africa, as 
the things in africa are bigger, but the things in south america are more venomous, if 
we were to relate this to resources and things, we could say that the agriculture is also 
more healthy, or, even that the crops natural cycles result in bigger carrots, for 
example? 

Thatch is something that africa has a lot of. if there was a bigger market for this, then 
there would be more sales of this sort of thing, i know that it makes for cheap roofs in 
the rest of the world, so, if we were to advertise and research countries for market 
interest, we could maybe make a niche for this export? think if we advertised in 




thailand, we could show them how they could replace worn tiles with thatch, at quite a 
sweet deal, if they aid yes, hell, we got a new market! things like this will make each 
continent specialize in something. 

Other things unique to africa are our poor currencies, it must be great to look over the 
board and see these low prices for the third world, i suppose, as a bit of naughty ideas, 
if all the producers, of, for example, rubber, were to get together and raise prices, then 
there could be constant demand for rubber, with the west having to pay a few more 
dollars per kilogram from all the producers, yes? 

So, what does africa have? we have the best quality to cost ratio for our native goods, 
like sheepish slippers and low cost clothing, if we were to advertise in this area, we 
could expose markets for our goods, uplifting the poor all over south africa, as goods 
go from producers to middlemen, then to the export people. 

Taxation is a great way to raise capital and gain income, if the state was to decrease 
income tax in the third world, and increase sales tax, then the people will earn more 
and spend more - no win here. 

But, if the state was to decrease both income and sales tax, they would lose money 
slightly, yes? this means, while they want to let the people spend money, they need to 
remunerate at a high rate to get the services out there, this means, of course, that the 
people will 'suffer.' this is because the business owners are greedy, especially in the 
third world. 

Now, if the state was to tax the income of the owners of the business more per capita, 
then they could make the business pay for the rates of their remuneration, if the state 
was to tax the owners of the companies more, the more they make, the more they get 
taxed, then they would obscenely try to max out the gains of the company, which 
means, of course, expansions, this means more jobs. 

If the business is earning 10,000.00 a month, and the employees are paid 3,000.00 a 
month, that means the owners take 7,000.00. now, with taxes, if the owners are 
taking home that much, gross, then they get taxed more on it, in growing steps, 
simply making the business make more than they would with capital gains tax means 
that they will still stay in the running of the business, but, they will give more to the 
state through taxation. 

So, if the state was to reward the business for increasing employee salaries, and make 
it harder on people that 'take it all home,' then they would benefit the whole country, 
this comes back to the owners, who need to re prioritize their business payment things. 

Tax incentives are a great way to encourage a better economic climate, the third world 
has a terrible culture of the boss taking home a lot more than the workers, and, this is 
not their right, just a general want. 

A good market trains it's employees while they work, of course, this is helped by 
practical applications of heir studies to their work, as, they will be able to practice what 




they study in their office. 



So, it comes to training, but how can a company afford to pay for training? they could 
employ a lecturer to work for them, maybe from a small business college on a contract 
over the three week holidays, and, they could work with the employees to make sure 
they learn something worthy. 

Now, if they were to still want a holiday, they could get past students to come and train 
them, on a contract, so that they do not need to employ them full time, the past 
students could work from company to company, like a contractor of sorts, and sew the 
seeds of knowledge. 

Maths of economic growth. 

I think i can work out the maths of the economic model growth with a little time, yes? it stands to 
reason that the more jobs there are, the more people will work, the more products there will be, the 
cheaper they will be, the public will benefit, and there will be more businesses to tax leading to 
economic growth, yes? 

Now, let's see if we can make it official? 

If there is [jo] jobs, they employ [ep] people, then, there is [sa] salaries and [it] income tax and [st] 
sales tax. also, there is [pr] productivity and profits, [gp] gross domestic product, [in] investment and 
[re] running expenses and [pe] people. 

[1] If we were to take [ep] fill [jo], we will find that we cannot have more people than jobs, so, [ep] is 
equal to or greater than [jo], 

[2] Taking [jo] jobs we find that they make [sa] salaries at a undisclosed number, let's call it [a]? then, 
we find that [a] = [jo] times [sa]. this is [a] of course. 

[3] Then, we take [a] and subtract from that [it] income tax. this means we can find how much the state 
is taking home so far. let's call this [b]? 

[4] Then, we take [pr] productivity equal to [jo] times by the standard number of rands made, this will 
equal [c] = productivity by the number of [ep] people employed. 

[5] Then, we take the [pr] productivity and divide it by [st] sales tax, [d]. 

[6] With this next equation, we divide the total [gp] gross domestic product by [pe] people and add it to 
[c]. this is our working total [e] for the moment = [c] / [pe] people. 

[7] Then, we take [a] + [b] + [e] + [d] = forecast [gp], 

[8] Then, we take the [gp] / [jo] + [re] to find what each person earns and how much is spent on the 
economy [f]. 

Now, to find the growth potential we take [I] and divide that by investment [in]. 



That is how to find the growth predictions of the country. 

Another thing to consider when listening to a 'foreign tongue' or reading text, is that 
the sounds seem to make pantomime sense, but, how do we make that a sound 
theory? if you were, as an english speaker, hear the word "unt" it would be like "unto" 
or "under" but, if we were to pantomime the sound, we would automatically come up 
with a gesture that shows what it means, yes? how do we get these gestures? 

It must come from body language and emotions, when we hear the sounds, we get a 
feeling, and, when we make the sounds, we 'communicate a feeling.' if we were to feel 
it, it is obviously it, yes? but, this cannot really be taught, as, it is too vague and 
'base.' so, we need to make it more of a science, if you will? 

If the sound makes you make a gesture, or vice versa, then it must affect your vocal 
chords, and, the vocals will relate the shape of the body, if you were in a cave, and you 
heard someone talking, you would not be able to read their expression nor body 
language, if you were underwater, different story with you not being able to hear them, 
yes? 

Of course the right way to read a sound is to say it to yourself, and it will affect your 
'primal drive' and get a natural, hard wired and genetically encoded response or 
impression, if you were to observe that certain 'syllables' are meaning the same thing, 
you would be able to understand anything, except if it is in funny writing, of course. 

Now, to put this down as fact, we need to accept that certain 'syllables' bridge the gap 
between languages, these are only mixed up because of grammar, which cannot be 
made a constant, but the terms can. 

Computational fluid dynamics. 

This is very hard to study, so i thought i would come up with a new system for measuring fluid 
dynamics. 

If we were to observe fluid dynamics, we would find there are only a few things we want to know 
about the 'fluid.' fluids and chemicals are used mainly in medicine and petroleum, pesticides and food 
stuffs too. this means we do not need to know anything other what is relevant. 

So, in the fluids, we will need to figure out the [1] melting or boiling points, [2] deterioration points - 
where they expire, and, why? - [3] what makes them taste this way or that, and the [4] lethality of the 
poisons at various temperatures and densities of mixtures. 

[1] Melting and boiling points should all be rather close together for food stuffs and chemical as they 
need to be observed, if you were to observe the boiling point of water, it is thin, so will have a low 
density and boiling point, the thicker it gets, the harder it is to 'melt.' these points do not need to be 
found out exactly - i cannot see mr min trying to transport them in closeness to the sun, can you? a safe 
mark should be made when they start to boil, and a safety percentage chopped off to represent the 
tendency to overdo things. 



[2] Things get old. these chemicals will also get old. if we were to observe any medication out there, 




they will have expiration dates, if you were to focus on the smell of them, you could detect a 'sour' odor 
indicating a foul mixture, that is off, yes? this new odor smelling could replace a lot of the thermal or 
heat measuring things, a simple sniff from a chemical sniffer, like at the air port, would be able to drag 
over them all at once, and, not have to mix and remix mixtures. 

[3] Taste is important in the food industry, if you sell the old coke or the new coke, there is a hell of a 
difference, the thing is, coke used to be a medicine, but later people just drank it for fun. then, they 
wanted to improve the taste so they could sell even more, detecting the taste could be done with the 
odor sniffing device too, much cheaper and faster than mixing and taste testing. 

[4] The same can be done here with the chemical sniffer for odor - the poison should go to dangerous 
'levels of odor.' of course, the better poisons will not harm the people putting them on the crops, so, 
they need to contain the poisons in the 'mixture' and then regulate the poisons so they are not so lethal 
they affect 'upon contact.' they need to find the right chemicals to make the mixture affect insects from 
inside when they eat it, and, of course, the personnel will have suites to protect them against the 
poisons, then there is the point of not poisoning the plants, easily remedied by diluting the poison so 
there is room to breathe from the leaves. 

Embedded processors. 

These are for the computer to calculate the working of the parts of the computer, they say they are 
broken down into two types of 'command lines,' with a split 'thing' to do each. 

If you want to make it go faster, you need to specialize in the parts, if you were to have a general 
purpose 'board' then you would have lots of commands it is ready to use. with the specialization, the 
parts will do only their thing instead of being ready for doing a lot of things, imagine a general purpose 
box? things will either be wasting space there, or too big to fit in, yes? 

So, we want to make this thing better, if we were to turn from the transistors to the c.p.u, it could 
simply do the tasks itself, with little travel time to other parts, this would mean, of course, that the 
c.p.u. will be the processor, initiator and regulator of all functions, this means it will be split into more 
parts, where, the maths and graphics, for example, will be calculated here and then simply travel along 
the bus to the parts to affect. 

Now, if we were to split the processor into different parts, well, all programs use r.o.m. and command 
line - if they split and did these categorically, or, as if specializing in them, then there would be, for a 
good example, no need to defrag - they will just be like a steam engine - fuel or information in, 
processing said instruction, exert activity or operation. 

Effective descriptive set theory. 

Originally Posted 

by https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Effective_descriptive_set_theory 
Effective descriptive set theory is the branch of descriptive set 
theory dealing with sets of reals having lightfacedefinitions; that 
is, definitions that do not require an arbitrary 

realparameter (Moschovakis 1980). Thus effective descriptive set 
theory combines descriptive set theory with recursion theory. 

- Originally Posted 

by https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Effective_descriptive_set_theory 

The arithmetical hierarchy, arithmetic hierarchy or Kleene-Mostowski 

hierarchy classifies certain sets based on the complexity of 



formulas that define them. Any set that receives a classification is 
called arithmetical. 



Originally Posted 

by https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Effective_descriptive_set_theory 

More formally, the arithmetical hierarchy assigns classifications to the 
formulas in the language of first-order arithmetic. The classifications are 

tt u 

denoted and for natural numbers n (including 0). The Greek letters 
here are lightface symbols, which indicates that the formulas do not 



contain set parameters. If a formula , ) is logically equivalent to a formula 

• yt) 

with only bounded quantifiers then 1 ’ is assigned the classifications ^0 

n° 

and A1 o. 



y° n° 

The classifications and are defined inductively for every natural 
number n using the following rules: 

• If (J is logically equivalent to a formula of the 



form 3^1 3n 2 ■ ■ • 3/7 *./. where 1 ’ is then ( > is assigned 



yO 

the classification ^n+l. 



• If <J is logically equivalent to a formula of the 

form 3/7 iV/7 2 ■ • ■ V/7*./. ( where 1 ' is ^n, then <J is assigned 

rr° 

the classification 1A n+l. 



[1] This would seem to be zero plus one on a natural number, or, 
prime? this would mean that it is one, as, anything to the power of 
zero is one, yes? now, prime to the power of one is prime, prime to 
the power of two is not prime! aha! this means, that, there is only 
one prime, as, any prime multiplied by anything will result in a prime 
number, because, it is going into it's own number! 

[2] one to the power of prime plus one? 



